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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 

WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )I3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 04 January 2007 . 
2a)K This action is FINAL. 2b)n This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application Is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 C.D. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-15 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 11] Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

. 6)S Claim(s) 7-75 is/are rejected. 

?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) [3 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)n accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction Is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 .121 (d). 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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Art Unit: 3629 

DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections '35 use §102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-4,6.7.10-12,14 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by US PAT 6,446,053 to Elliot. 

As to claim 1 , Elliot discloses an open network system (fig 1) for automating an 
architectural process creating a contract (title), a graphic user interface (GUI) (aspects 
of the GUI are shown in figs 3 and 4), an attribute storage means (databases at 28, as 
best seen in fig 1 ), a filter for providing a GUI with filtered data (note the databases, 
regional would be filtered by region,), a user database (to save the attributes, as best 
seen in fig 6), automated selection means for incorporating data with the user-selected 
attribute into a plurality of aspects of a contract document (fig 6) including a schedule 
and specifications (table 1 , col 7 shows more clearly that the items in fig 6 are a 
schedule as listed in steps and phases and the steps in each phase delineate the 
specification of the structure such as "designate and install floor covering", designate 
and install fire sprinklers or not" and this is further described below the table in col 7, 
lines 65-66) and a document generation means for creating an aspect of the document 
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(inherent in that the bid is generated, therefore, there would have to be a generating 
means as it is generated). 

As to claim 2, Elliot discloses data entry means (50, as best seen in fig 1 ), 
attribute storage means (databases.at 28, as best seen in fig 1), the user selects the 
attributes (such as whether or not to install fire sprinklers), remote attribution information 
storage means (at the user's computer), a filter (by phase), automated selection means 
that incorporates the data (as can be seen in fig 6), generating means for generating an 
aspect of the document (fig 6). 

As to claim 3, Elliot discloses tracking a project (col 1 1 , lines 39-47). 

As to claim 4, Elliot discloses the system as searchable (inherent in that any 
database is "searchable" as the data is stored for later use, it must be "searchable" else 
the information could not be retrieved). 

As to claim 6, Elliot further discloses as being useful for architectural work 
(building) and thus, would inherently be used for "architectural" matters, Elliot further 
discloses a drop-down menu (called "pull-down" menu in col 6, lines 17-20). 

As to claim 7, Elliot discloses maintaining an association between a plurality of 
pieces of selectable, design information (28, fig 1 ), allowing a user to select an attribute 
(such as "region"), retrieving information in response to the user selecting that attribute 
(col 8, lines 3-8), storing user selections (inherent in that Elliot discloses various 
"phases" starting in col 7 and the previous phase would inherently and necessarily be 
saved else it could not be retrieved), generating one or more aspects of the document in 
a format (fig 6). Elliot further discloses "architectural drawings", although Elliot does not 
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specifically- call them "architectural drawings (col 6. lines 45-50, "...or from constnjction 
plans...", which would be architectural drawings). 

As to claim 10, Elliot discloses allowing a user to selectively preview and create 
architectural drawings (col 6, lines 45-50). 

As to claim 1 1 , Elliot discloses allowing the user to select a manufacturer catalog 
page (34, as best seen in fig 1 , for choosing materials), generating a schedule aspect 
containing the data (col 9, lines 32-35). 

As to claim 12, Elliot discloses various formats (such as that described in col 8, 
lines 45-50 or in col 8, lines 19-25). 

As to claim 14, it is inherent that there would be a text editor, as text is added, 
this would be "editing". 

As to claim 15, Elliot discloses a catalog database (34, fig 1) and a drawing 
database (40, fig 1). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 

USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 

obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 
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1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

Claims 5,8,9 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Elliot. 

Elliot discloses a system and method as discussed above. 

As to claim 5, Elliot does not specifically mention using industry accepted tags. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use industry accepted tags 
as these are generally widely used and would allow users knowledgeable In the industry 
to use common terms. 

As to claim 8, as best understood, Elliot does not specifically mention a "vector 
equation" associated with attributes.. It is old and well known in the architectural arts that 
vector equations are important (to ensure a building will stand and also to ensure that 
nriaterial is not wasted making a building too strong). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the system as disclosed by Elliot by 
associating vector equations with relevant information to ensure the building is properly 
designed and built. 

As to claim 9, Elliot discloses different views of the project (col 6, lines 45-50), 
but does not specify the type of views. "Plan" and "Elevation" views are old and well 
known in the art, therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
to include 'plan' and 'elevation' views as these are used by architects to ensure their 
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plans are correct, they would Inherently have the previously mentioned 'vector 
equations' integrated as they tell the computer how the structure would react to gravity. 

As to claim 1 3, Elliot does not specifically mention the format for the interfaces. 
However, it is old and well known to use a spreadsheet to view data in a database, it is 
old and well known to use XML in a network environment, it is old and well known to 
use CAD in designing buildings and it is old and well known to use word processing with 
computers, therefore, it would have been obvious to use one of these formats as they 
are all old and well known and would therefore be familiar to those using the system. 



Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to the rejection under 35 U.S.C. 112, 1®* 
paragraph have been fully considered and are persuasive. The rejections of claims 8 
and 9 under this statute have been withdrawn. 

Applicant's arguments filed 1/4/07 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. As for arguments that all limitations are not addressed, the examiner does 
not see the necessity of transcribing the claims verbatim. However, the examiner has 
addressed all limitations as will be discussed. 

The examiner has addressed the limitations of "association" as described in the 
specification, specifically, they are associated with attributes as they are stored and 
described, as can be seen in the listed figures. The items in each database are 
associated with the data, or is applicant arguing that the saved data has no referent but 
is merely a one-word entry that has no associated data or way to determine what is 
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meant? The examiner interprets and rejects very broad claim limitations very broadly. 
The term "associates" is a very broad term and is treated very broadly. Applicant implies 
that there are other instances but mentions the one already addressed and as such, the 
arguments are not persuasive. If there are more unaddressed limitations, applicant 
should point them out. As this is the only limitation mentioned, the examiner will accept 
that that is the only limitation the applicant believes is unaddressed. The amended 
limitations are present in the prior art, as is discussed in the above rejection. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from tlie 
examiner should be directed to Michael J. Fisher whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6804. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Fri. 7:30am-5:00pm alt Fri. off. 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated infomriation 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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